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H AVING more than once read over, 


with care, the account you have given 
of the proceedings of the Diſſenting Miniſters, 
ho ſolicited parliament for the removal of 
ſubſcription, in your poſtſcript to the laſt 
edition of“ The Caſe of thoſe Miniſters,” I 
tike the liberty to ſend you a few thoughts 
concerning it; being defirous, equally with 
yourſelf, to obviate every miſtaken repreſen- 
tation of thoſe proceedings. 

As you are in private life, you could not, Sir, 
| preſume, be preſent at any of the meetings of 
miniſters on that buſineſs, however you may 
have been conſulted, before, during, or ſince, 
thoſe meetings; accordingly, what you write 
reſpeQing them, cannot be from your perſonal 
nowledge : if, therefore, Sir, your account, 
rom the following remarks, ſhould appear 
lefeCtive, partial, or, in any inſtance, with- 
out foundation; I am willing the reader 
ould charge all ſuch 'imperfeQtions not to 
ou, but to the information you have received, 
rom whateyer quarter that information came, 

„„ 


Cox) 


even though the reverend committee, who cos. 
ducted the application to parliament, themſelyg 
were your informers, at whoſe defire the pybli 
have been repeatedly aſſured the former 
edition of your pamphlet was publiſhed, 

Permit me, Sir, to obſerve. one thing, 
which I could not but conſider as rather te. 
markable in your narrative, not one nam 
is mentioned throughout: what the reaſon d 
that omiſſion was, I may e but do 
not ſay ſo it is. 

You write, © Immediately after the debut 
ce in the houſe of commons upon the petition 
“ of the clergy. of the church of England, 
* ſome of the diſſenting miniſters, , who head 
e that debate, conſulted with others of their 
e brethren, whether they ought not to take 
* the benefit of the preſent dipolition of the 
* houſe, and, petition for that relief, which 
they had ſo long deſired, and had ber 
„Waiting for a proper opportunity to obtain. 
Who “ the diſſenting miniſters, that heard the 
debate, and the © others of their bre- 
„ thren with whom they conſulted” | w were, 
you have not ſaid: had the names L 
theſe firſt movers in the affair been men- 
tioned, perhaps the ſpring of action would 
have opened to view. It has been aſſerted 
that the bufineſs originated in @ 4. Aide to tt 
doctrinal articles of the national church, and 
accordingly took its riſe with thoſe miniſter 
who are KNOWN. to be n at againſt them; 

howeret 


4 


however, as the worthy gentlemen, whoſe 


names have been mentioned, as at the firſt of the 


affair, have repeatedly declared, and that, 
in the moſt ſerious and ſolemn manner, that 
„ Poctrines were not at all taken into con- 
« ſideration upon this queſtion,” it ought not 
haſtily to be admitted, that any of their 
ſacred character could be guilty of ſuch mean 
and unworthy conduct, as, if doctrines lay at 
the bottom of the application, they certainly 
woald BEP.=.-— oy e e 

But, be that as it will---it ſeems, Sir, as 
if the encouragement theſe gentlemen took 
for the proſecution of the. affair, aroſe from a 
circumſtance which (to ſay the leaſt of it) 
does not appear to make for them ; © The 
« preſent diſpoſition of the houſe,” z. e. the diſ- 
poſition of the houſe, ** after the debate on the 


« clerical petition” was their encouragement : 


but how the diſpoſition of the houſe to reje&# 
an application from the clergy of the gabliſb- 
ment, could be a reaſon for thinking that they 
would receive an application from diſſenting 
miniſters, on the very ſame ſubject, is not 
eaſily conceivable : rather might it be ſu 

poſed, that, if one was "unſucceſsful, the 
other would be in vain. 3 
Here, Sir, I muſt entreat your indulgence, 
for a moment, while I juſt ſtep out of your. 
Poſtſcript, to take notice of a paſſage or two, 
in the Caſe of the Diſſenting Miniſters, &c. 
{0 which the Poſtſcript, at preſent before me, 
q F* '» 74 Coon © 9 13 
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is annexed, as in thoſe r you profeſs 
yourſelf of the ſame mind with the miniſters, 
as to that part of their conduct, which I m 
now conſidering. In the 27th page of that 
Caſe, you thus expreſs yourſelf: In the 
_ & Houſe of Commons many gentlemen on both 

& ſides of the queſtion then before them, 
ec voluntarily declared their ſenſe of the hang 
* ſhip laid upon the Diſſenters, &c. &c,”; 
but, Sir, is** the declared opinion of many gen. 
« tlemen, even on both ſides of a queſtion in 
e the, houſe,” however voluntarily the de- 
claration might be, the ſenſe of the houſe, 
or an infallible rule by which to form a judg- 
ment concerning it ? You, Sir, ſeem very ſens. 
fible it is not, when you almoſt immediately 
and, in the very ſame page, the event has 
roved, that they [the diſſenting nne 
4 judged rightly mM the occaſion, that tha 
« was the real ſenſe of the houſe, and that 
« one part at leaſt of government was not 
& againſt them: but nine members having 
* on any day been to be found to vote 
« againſt this bill,” Here, Sir, ſuffer me to 
introduce a circumſtance, . which. the writer 
thinks. might have been mentioned; as 
of ſome moment to this part. of the ſubject, 
' viz. that very few of that honourable houſe 
appeared to concern | themſelves at all, ay 
to the diſſenting bill: a piece of conda@, 
which in the opinion of ſome, aroſe, ' not 
from a wiſh to haye it paſs into a hen 
_ 


| (1753) 
from a very different cauſe, the mere mention 
of which to a gentleman of your diſcernment, 
is, 1 am perſwaded, all that is neceſſary.” Yow 
know, Sir, it was rejected in the upper houſe; 
and that too by a very great majority of 
that auguſt aſſembly. But, to return, Sir, 
to your Poſtſcript : | . 
Whether ſufficient encouragement was given 

by the honourable: houſe of commons, or not, 
the reverend miniſters: proceeded in the bu- 
ſineſs, on which their hearts were ſo firmly 
ſet. In theſe conſultations” (you ſay) © it 
« ſoon occurred, that there was not time to 
« take the aſſiſtance of their brethren in the 
« country, and make it ſo general a coneern 
e as they wiſhed it to be, before the laſt dy 
« of receiving petitions- would be over.” 

is not at all wonderful, Sir, that it ſhould 
4 ſoon occur” to. theſe! reverend gentlemen, 
that © they: had brethren in the country, and 
that the affair before them was a general 
concern; but, probably, ſome may be ra- 
ther ſurpriſed, that what they thought ne- 
ceſſary was only. the afjiſiance- of their brethren 
in the country. Perhaps they may think that 
the country miniſters might have been wrote 
to about the deſign itſelf, and not merely in- 
troduced! to 4% in the execution ; yea, there 
may be thoſe who are of opinion, that ſome, 
4 few, of: the country miniſters were fufh- 
eiently qualified to have taken their places 
even in the: reverend cabinet council itſelf. 
Me- 


C198) 
Methinks, „the comprehenſive views of 4 
« Prieſtley” (to uſe your own very expreſſive 
language in the caſe, &c. p. 46) might have 
given him a ſeat in the already- mentioned 
conſultations, if not have conftituted him 
perpetual preſident of theſe reſpectable aſ- 


ſemblies. | 

Not having time to take the afitance of their 
brethren in the country, how did the reverend 
conſulters determine to proceed? * The 
& therefore laid aſide (you tell us) the thoughts 
* of applying during the preſent ſeffion.” 
Here, in the apprehenſion of ſome, the next 
ſtep might have been, to have taken the ſen- 


timents of their brethren in the country; 


but the meaſures they purſued were quite 
different; they reſolved (you add) to call 
& a meeting of the diſſenting miniſters in 
e and about London, to take their opinion on 
« preparing a petition for the next ſeſſion: 
“ and agreed, that ſummonſes ſhould be 
* iſſued for the following Thurſday.” Not a 
word of the miniſters in the country! A 
meeting of London miniſters. alone was to be 
called, their opinion alone was to be taken” 
on the affair! Perhaps, indeed, the country- 
miniſters might be called in to ſign a pe- 
tition, when the London miniſters had © pre- 
« pared it,” but even this does not appear. 


It may be, that ſome, eſpecially, ſome of the 


luaity, may be ready to reſolve this conduct 


into a principle very prevalent W 
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kind---but---away with ſuch uncharitable in- 


terpretations! Is it poſſible, that the mini- 
ſters of an humble maſter ſhould be otherwiſe 
than humble themſelves ! 1: 158 
Summonſes is the uſual name of thoſe letters 
which are circulated to invite the diſſenting 
miniſters in and about London to a general 
meeting of that body ; accordingly, when you 
write, it was “ agreed, that ſummonſes ſhould 
« be iflued for the following Thurſday,” eſ- 
pecially, as this agreement is ſaid to be in 
conſequence of ** a reſolution to call a meeting 
« of the diſſenting miniſters in and about 
« London; ſome may conclude, that he 
whcle body of London miniſters were to be 
convened on the occaſion ; but, if this be 
the opinion of any, they are greatly miſtaken. 
It was intended, that only a part of theſe 
miniſters ſhould come together: they, and 
they only were deſired to be preſent, who 
* approved the deſign.” Theſe were the very 
words of the Rev. Mr. Pickard's letter ; and, 
accordingly, the letters were not received by 
all the miniſters, It has been aſſerted (and 
if the aſſertion be true, it is a circumſtance 
worthy of notice) that, while only ſome of 
the miniſters in and about London, who are 
known to approve the doctrines contained in 
the church of England articles had theſe let- 
ters, all ſuch among them, who are conſi- 
dered as not well affected to thoſe doctrines, 
duly received them. However, let not any 
too haſtily cepſure this ſtep, it being moſt 
Ee natural 


[© 3) 


natural to adviſe, eſpecially in matters of pes 


culiar importance, with the rational, liberal, 


and candid; and ſuch, all who diſſent from the 
doctrinal articles of the church of England, 


are ſaid to be: but, I leave this, with only 
juſt obſerving, that even the London miniſters, 


to whom theſe letters were ſent, were not 
called in to give their opinion as to the defign 
ztſelf, but only to afiff thoſe who had laid the 
plan, and were immoveably determined on 
carrying it forward, in the execution, &c. You 


will pleaſe, Sir, to obſerve the very words of 


the circular letter itſelf, *© To conſider of the 
s beſt means to purſue this great deſign, and 
© to chuſe a committee for that purpoſe.” 
Your narrative goes on --- © In this interval 
te ſome others of the London miniſters 
“ pointed a meeting for the MWedneſaay.” 
Here, Sir, I wiſh your account had been di- 
ſtin& and particular, but as it is not- excuſe me 
it I make ſo free as to detain you a little, 
before I leave this part of your relation, while 
I mention ſome things, which, it is ſaid, took 
place previous to the appointment of the 
Wedneſday's meeting. --- All who have any ac- 


quaintance with the affairs of the diſſenters, 


know, that among their miniſters in London, 
there are ſome who are diſtinguiſhed by the ho- 
nourable name of regium donum mem: the reaſon 
of this name is, that they receive a confiderable 
ſum of money, every year, from the weſt end 


of the town, which is called the regium dbnum, 


or royal bounty ; but the origing defign, and 
6 manage. 
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nanagement thereof, I cannot minutely re- 
preſent, as the reverend miniſters concerned, take 
pains to keep that bufineſs an impenetrable 
ſecret among themſelves. When theſe gen- 
tlemen received the above-mentioned letter, 
requeſting thoſe who approved the deſign to 
meet the immediately following Thurſday, 
their ſagacity at once dictated to them, that, 
as thoſe who were concerned in that letter, 
were not of their number, it was neceſſary 
for them inſtantly to beſtir themſelves, leſt the 
others, by going before them, ſhould appear 
| of more weight and conſequence than them= 
| ſelves, even where they wiſhed to be conſidered 
as moſt reſpectable. 

Under the influence of this thought, a re- 
verend gentleman in that, connection, who 1s 
faid to receive two ſhares of the above- men- 
tioned bounty, with another of his collegues, 
went to G---e O---w, Eſq. and, after an inter - 
view with that lord of the treaſury (all the 
particulars of which, it has been ſuſpected, 
never were related) that connection, at leaſt, 
ſome of them, fixed a meeting, for concerting 
meaſures agreeable to themſelves. The juſt- 
mentioned letter dated Thurſday, Feb. 27, 
was diſtributed among the miniſters, tq 
whom it was directed, on the two immedi- 
ately ſucceeding days, and the meeting 1 
refer to, was held at the Paul's Head in Cateaton- 
Street, the next Tueſday, March the zd, in 


{be evening, 
0 C 2 At 


£2 } _ 


At that meeting, indeed, ſome miniſtery 


were preſent beſides the conductors of the 
. royal bounty; but they were either ſuch as had 


received ſome of that donation from thok 


gentlemen, or were brought thither by-the 


following circumſtance ; which, that the ap- 
pointment of the Wedneſday's meeting may he 
fully explained, it may not be amiſs briefly to 
repreſent. | 

It is a cuſtom with many of the proteſtant 
diſſenting mmiſters in London, to meet at a 
cotfee-houſe in the neighbourhood of the 
Royal Exchange, every Tueſday. noon, from 
twelve to two, for free converſation. Several 
of the miniſters who frequent that meeting, 
having received the letter of invitation to 
meet on Thurſday, that letter naturally became 
a principal topic of converſation there on the 
Tucſday. The reſult was, that ſome of the 
miniſters agreed to ſpend an hour or two, 
that evening, at the White-Hart, in 'Biſhopj- 
gate- Strect, to talk the ſaid letter freely over; 
they not having received the leaſt hint of a 
deſign to apply to parliament on the affair of 
ſubſcription, till that letter came to their 
hands. According to this agreement, (as the 


writer of theſe remarks has been often told) 


thoſe miniſters went to the appointed place, 
at the appointed time, when, to their great 
ſurpriſe, inſtead of meeting the brethren! they 
expected, they were directed to a | private 
room, where ſat one of the managers of. tit 
ry bounty alone, who informed them, * 

IND 0 
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the meeting, which was to have been held 
there, was adjourned to the Pauls Head, 
Cateaton-Street ; and, on being aſked, ' by 
whom, and for what reaſon, ſuch adjourn- 
ment was ordered, he waved a reply. Imme- 
diately the miniſters who came to the White- 
Hart, repaired to the Paul's Head. | 
In this manner, Sir, it came about, that 
ſome miniſters, beſides thoſe concerned in be 
regium donum, were at the laſt mentioned place. 
The motives to this adjournment from one 
place to the other, and all the proceedings at the 
latter place might be held up to view; but, as 
theſe particulars would too much protract this 
account, I ſhall only ſay, that, at the Paul's Head 
the Royal bounty miniſters took the lead, and 
carried their point, which was to obtain a 
meeting that might be called 2 meeting of the 
general body of London miniſters, before the 
meeting appointed for Thurſday took place. 
Indeed, leſt an oppoſition ſhould be made by 
the miniſter who wrote that letter inviting to the 
Thurſday's meeting, and thoſe connected with 


him, one of the regium-donum miniſters, either 


alone or with others, went to him the next morn- 
ing [Vedneſday], and prevailed with him to join 
them, at the meeting in the evening. —By what 
means they perſuaded him to this I never heard; 
certain it is, that gentleman was made and con- 
linued © chairman of the committee for conduc- 
ting the application to parliament "_ 


„ 

this honour had any connection with that bus 
ſineſs, I will not abe upon me to determine. 
Such, Sir, (if my information be right) 
were the tranſactions, which preceded and at- 
tended, the appointment of the Wedneſday's 
| meeting : It any concerned in thoſe n 
can diſprove any part of the above account, 
they are now publicly called upon to do it; 
with an aſſurance, that, whatever they alledge 
ſhall be duly regarded; but, with an aſſurance 
alfo, that their ſilence ' will be conſidered as 
a teſtimony to the truth of the repreſentation 
juſt given. 

Now, to proceed with your relation — * at 
© that meeting” [YYedneſdoy's meeting] “ ſome 
© new intelligence was given of the favourable 
© difpofition of government z with the hope 
8 ha my Lords the Biſhops might not op- 

© poſe them, and with the offer of a perſon in 
« high ſtation to bring in their bill by way of 
% motion which can be done at any time of 
tc the ſeſſion.” It has been already obſerved, 
Sir, that the Royal-bounty. gentlemen took the 
lead at the Paul's head, on the Tuęſday evening, 
and ſo they did, in this meeting the next day: 
accordingly whatever was faid reſpecting go» 
vernment at the Wedneſday's meeting, came from 
that quarter.—Some who were preſent on that 
occaſion, affirm, that not a fingle word was 
dropped reſpecting © the Biſhops,” nor do they 
recollect any mention of © a perſon in high 
« ſtation who offered to bring in their bill,” — 


But, if ſo much was aſſerted, as you wo 
there 


( is } 

there muſt aſſuredly he a. great miſtake ſomes 
where, The event has fully proved, that all 
« hope” of ſucceſs was vain and groundleſs--- 
Government“ was notfavourably diſpoſed to- 
« ward the bill ;” © the biſhops did oppoſe it, 
« tho' not they only or chiefly ;” an uncommonly 
large number of Lay Lords joining with them; 
and in whatever © high ſtation” the perſon was 
who (you ſay) “ offered to bring in the bill” 
as you cannot, Sir, I am perſuaded admit, 
even the leaſt ſuſpicion of his deſigning to de- 
ceive thoſe to whom (according to your repre- 
ſentation) he made ** the offer: mult it not be 
admitted, that he was miſtaken himſelf ? 

Aware, that the perſons who gave this in- 
telligence, or thoſe from whom it was receiv- 
ed, if not both, might be thought blameable 
by ſome; you immediately add, this intelli- 
« gence was ſtated in ſuch a manner, as te 
* leave no ground of blame on thoſe who gave 
* it, nor any imputation of failure of promiſe 
*in thoſe to whom it related.”---How far all 
* thoſe who gave theintelligence” were blame- 
leſs, I preſume, Sir, cannot be aſcertained, 
unleſs the whole that paſſed between their ſupe- 
riors and thoſe diſſenting miniſters who appli- 
cd to them, was brought forth to view ; but 
that © thoſe to whom the intelligence related” 
were not wholly free from blame, I _appre- 
hend, even you, Sir, will own, if what @ certain 
reverend gentleman of the eommittee for conduc- 
ting the application, poſitively declared, and but 
the very day after the bill was rejected, that Ap · 
*© MINISTRATION 


C6 1) 
ee MINISTRATION joined the Biſhops againſt 
« the bill,” is to be depended on. 


c But, (you ſay) it was ſuch intelligence a2 


* prudent men would juſtly act upon in a 


* matter of this nature: and many of the 
te miniſters thought that they ſhould be want- 
e ing in the duty they owed to themſelves, 
cc to; their brethren, and to their ſucceſſors, if 


< they did not improve the preſent favourable 


* conjuncture ? How far the period referred 


to was a © favourable conjuncture,“ I pte- 


ſume, Sir, the reſult of the application ſuf- 
ficiently demonſtrates; and how far the re- 


verend miniſters who forwarded that applica- 


tion were © prudent men, and diſcharged 
the duty they owed to themſelves, to their 
ce brethren, and to their ſucceſſors,” is unde- 
niably evident, if what you aſſert in the caſe 
&c. be well grounded : for in the before- 
mentioned page 27, you expreſsly declare; 
« Now therefore ſince this public notice, their 
s toleration ſtands upon tenderer ground than 
ce it did before; their danger is increaſed by 
<* its notoriety—; ” and, in page 28th, you 
add, though they thankfully acknowledge, 
ce that hitherto they have been ſheltered from 
* proſecutions by the favour of Government, 
« yet that is a ſcreen, which is now ſeen 
te through, and may not hereafter prove ſuffi- 
te cient for their protection.“ Did “ duty 
Sir, lead, did * prudence” direct, the worthy 
miniſters to take a ſtep, the conſequence of 
which (if your opinion be right) is, that the 

_  hiberly 


(a) - 
Iterty of protefiant diſſenting miniſters, that in- 
eſtimable bleſſing, is made precarious; and 
uncertain ?—Permit- me, Sir, here to be ſo 
free, as to declare, that I apprehend; the fears 
you expteſs are totally without foundation: I 
have ſo firm a confidence in the wiſdom, juſ- 
tice, and lenity, of the preſent equitable. and 
mild government, that I am fully perſuaded, 
the information given in the late application 
to parliament (however indiſcreet) will not 
diſpoſe them in the leaſt, to diſturb that liber- 
ty, which (bleſſed be God !) he body of diſ- 
enters both miniſters and people have enjoyed 
without interruption, ever fince the never-to be- 
forgotten acceſſion of the preſent Royal: Family to 
the throne of theſe kingdoms. Excuſe me, Sir, 
if 1 ſuggeſt, that, as we ſhould be deſirous, not 
to complain of imaginary grieuances, ſo, not to 
give into needleſs apprehenfions. _ 
But, to go on with your narrative: It was 
« accordingly” [atthemeeting Wedneſday, March 
* 4th,] put to the vote; and, of fifty preſent, all 
* agreed, except one, to the following reſo- 
* lutions : that the taking off tbe ſubſcription 
« required of proteſtant diſſenting mmiſters, and 
te the obtaining relief for tutors and ſchoot-maſters, 
are very defirable and important objects: that 
application ſhould be made to parliament for 
* thoſe purpoſes : and that a committee "ſhould be 
* choſen to manage the affair, with power to 
ſummon the general body, as they ſhould ſee 
© 0ccafion,” I do not mean, Sir, to offend 255 ; 
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but J muſt take the liberty to ſay, that 'your 


information here is very defective not to ule 
a ſtronger expreſſion. The preambie to the te- 
ſolutions is entirely omitted; for a preamble, 
Sir, there certainly was, and a preamble too, 
which, ſome think when taken in connection 
with the rejectian of the bill, rather carries with 
it a reflection on thoſe to whom it relates. E 
ſuppoſe, Sir, by putting the reſolutions in ita- 
lics, you mean to indicate, that you have g- 
ven not merely the ſubſtance, but, the very 
words themſelves; but, Sir, it has been affirm- 


ed, that the - reſolutions mentioned by you, ure 


conſiderably different from thoſe which were made 


at the meeting; and, as you aſſert, that 


te of fifty preſent, all agreed, except one only, 
<* to.thoſe reſolutions,” I will take upon me 
to aſſert, that, in this aſſertion, your informers 
have certainly led you into a real and great 
miſtake. It is not true, Sir, that, theſe reſo- 
lutions did paſs with but one exception; there 
were many zneutrals alſo, ſome of — 


That the reader may form a right idea of what bas 
been ſaid above, I here (abjoin the reſelutions and reambie 
juſt as they ſtand in the minutes of the general body; 
whereas intimat ion hath been given, that adminiſtration up- 
pear diſpoſed to take off the ſubſcription required of prateſian 
diſſenting miniſters by the toleration act, and to giue relief in 
the caſe of tutors and ſchoolmaſters, Reſolved, that theſe 
are very defirable and important objects, and that a commutiet 
be appointed to concert and punks ſuch meaſures, and 1 
make ſuch applications as may be neceſſary to carry theſe purpoſe 
into execution; Ordered, that the committee do convene i 
general body as occaſion requires, 


( wo ) 


they have fince declared). were. neutrials, be- 


cauſe they were not determined, and others, 
becauſe they were alt the " application, oy 
different reaſons... 1 » 

Indeed, Sir, thoſe Ford whom you r 3 
your intelligence, have not given yob a full 
and impartial account of that Wedneſday's meet- 
ing, the tranſactions of which being at the 
foundation of all the ſubſequent proceedings, 
ſhould have been tated with the greateſt pre- 
ciſion; that whoever, then, reads theſe re- 
marks, may be able to form a complete idea 
of that reſpectable ſynod, and to judge whe» 
ther it was convened, conducted, and conclu- 
ded, in a manner becoming the importance of 
the affair which occaſioned the meeting, 1 
will juſt mention thg following particulars con- 
cerning that aſſembly. The ſummons to it was 
not reſolved on, till late in the evening of the 
day before, (conſequent on the management of 
the royal-bounty gentlemen, of which J have al- 
ready given an account) and not diſtributed 
among the miniſters, a few excepted, till he 
morning of the very day on which they were to 
meet in the afternoon; ſo that, many who 
had a right to be preſent, did not receive the 
ſummons in time to attend, (the general body 
of proteſtant diſſenting miniſters reaching to 
ten miles round London, as well as incl 
the city ztſelf) and even ſeveral of thoſe who 
gave their attendance had not time to delibe- 


je before they attended... » Almgf baif the body 
1 wat 
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was abſent from the © meeting; this" appan; | 


Sir, from an unexceptionable teſtimony, 


own account, © the ht of allowed miniſters 


« of the three denominations in and about 
* London,” conſiſts of ninety five; and e fifty 
** who (you ſay) were preſent” at the meeting, 
is, Sir, you are ſenſible but little more thin 


half that number. Beſides, buſineſs was entered* 


on immediately at, ſome ſay, rather before the 
bour mentioned in the ſummons, whereas it wat 
uſual for this body, (as is known to be the'prac- 


| tice of other focieties) to allow ſome timeè for 


the members to collect, and compoſe” them- 
ſelves, before they proceed to tranſact buſinels; 
the conſequence of which immediate Proceeding 
7 buſineſs was; that ſome came in after thebuſs 
neſs was finiſhed, others hen it was half gone 
through, and many after it begun; ſo that I be- 
Iieve it might be affirmed with the utmoſt juſtice, 
that, here were not fifty preſent, when the. firſt, 
the - moſt important, reſolution paſſad. To all 
which may be added, that, motions were mad 

queſtions. pat, und "reſolutions driven on, by the 
2 to the application, with induſtrious priri- 
pitation; ſo that the ſenſe: of thoſe who were 
preſent could not be taken with that calmnek 
and accuracy, which (not to ſay the honours 
ble character of chriſtian miniſters but) the pe- 
vuliar importance of the bulineſs den Urs 


vertainly demanded. us 


A committee of fifteen out: of abs 
* nominations” (you _ «© was e 
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' « choſen.” Might” you © not habe ſaid, Sir, 


who they were, by whom notinated, and in 


bat way elected ? Theſe things might have 


given fatther inſight into the affair, eſpecially, 
with reſpect to the views of thoſe who were 
moſt active in it; but, perhaps being 3 

eaſt 


ticular, might not have been prudent: 


« aid of ſome things, you know, Sir is beſt;“ 


ſibly, that might be the caſehere, 
The next paragraph contains what I had not 
heard of, till I read yourPoftſcript, ** and about 
« twenty other miniſters who were not preſent 
« at the Wedneſday's meeting, came on Thur/- 
10 to the chairman, and all ſignified their 


K approbation of the deſign,” —I have been 


told, Sir, that as the chairman of the commit- 
tee (for of him I conſider you as ſpeaking, 
though your mode of expreſſion may 3 
lead ſome to conclude, that you intend 75 


chairman of the Wedneſday's meeting ; that meet- 
ing having juſt been mentioned) had iſſued out 
letters for the meeting on Thurſday, about 


twenty other miniſters not having received 
ſummonſes for Wedneſday, or, if they had re- 
ceived them, not defigning to attend, met on 
Thurſday, at the time and place mentioned in 
the letter, but, when they came, found that 
the reverend chairman did not attend, agreea- 
ble to his own appointment; accordingly; they 
ſent for him, and expreſſed their diſſatisfaction 
at what they thought an improper behaviour: 
whether theſe were the miniſters here referred 

to, 
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, I will not aſſert ; if they were, I have been 
credibly informed, that, ſome of them, what. 
eycr approbation , they: ſignified of the deſigu, 
did not approve . tbe meaſures afterwards gun: 
into by the chairman, and the of of the com- 
mittee, in purſuing it. 
- Your next ſentence contains an N 
drawn by yourſelf for your reader, fromthe 
egoing account. From the circumſtan- 
* ces of this tranſaction the reader ſees, that, 
« none but the Londan miniſters could bar 
« been concerned in this application: the 
* ſuddenneſs of the reſolution affording them 
42 no time to inform their DE OY in the 


* nation.” — Whether your readers will: tke 
things exactly in the ſame light in which 
you place them, I cannot ſay; perhaps, ſome 
may; but, I. ſuſpect others will carry — 
concluſion Harther, and think, that if“ 
= © but, the; London miniflers could hava oben 
e concerned in the application . owing ito 
* the. ſuddenneſs of the reſolution,” thoſe who 
came ſo haſtily into ſuch a reſolution, were not 
blameleſs ; as the affair to which the detetmi- 
nation related was of very great moment, and 
the precipitancy of the determination excluded 
a very conſiderable number who had as fell 
and great a concern in it, as the reſolvers them- 
ſelves, —I mean, the country ae al 
through the Waere, ut orte gt 
Lana anti 229! + +2418 
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| It may be; Sir, that ſome per ſons after having 
gone thas far through your narrative, may be 
ready to ſay, Why no mention of 298 Jarkys. 
« as yet? fuppoling ic were to be admitteds 
that none of theſe were on any account, 
« ſo reſpectable as the reverend miniſters, 
« and therefore could not have been ſo atro- 
«.oant as to entertain à fingle thought mat 


e 


« fineſs ? or if they had not been 745 honours 
ed, might not ſome little notice have been 
taken of them ? might not even a ſingle 
hint concerning them, have juſt intimated 


« ſuch a body of people as 7he laity in being?“ 
—Eſpecially, may not theſe be the workings of 
ſome minds, when they conſider that the au- 
thor of the relation which occaſioned theſe re- 
marks, is himſelf a layman ? An apprehenſſon 


tome of your readers, I ſuſpect, gave being to 
your next ſentence; ©* The diſſenting laity are 
not affected by this bill, any otherwiſe than 
* as they with well to their miniſters” —<"\FÞhs 
diſſenting laity appears to me, Sir, an ex- 
preſſion, the ſenſe of which is not quite de- 
terminate; but in whatever light I view itz 
I muſt acknowledge, that- in the obſervation 
now before me, I differ from you preſume; 
vir, you are of the ſame opinion with "many; 
EUR > Whoſe 
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« they had the leaſt claim to be confatied';; yet 


« the reverend gentlemen in the weighty bu 


« that the worthy minifters knew there was 


that ſuch thoughts as theſe might occur to 


—_ 


1 apprehend, Sir, the very application itſelf 
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e tutors and ſchoolmaſters who are miniſters, 


04) 
who have not had a regular, that is, an academi. 
cal education, laymen.—If fo, ſeveral think that 
theſe are much affected by the bill; and that tie 
teſtimonial required in it, has a direct, ſome go 
ſo far as to 2 a deſigned. tendency to injure, 
if not ſuppreſs them. But, if by the diſſenting 
laity, you mean perſons who. are not preachers, 


ſuppoſes that theſe are affected by it in a much 
more direct way than that you mention. One 
part of the application you know, Sir, relates 
to „ tutors and ſchoplmaſters.” —1 preſume, 
I need not tell a; gentleman of your acquain- 
tance- with the diſſenting intereſt, that there 
have been © tutors" who were not preachers— 
tutors, give me leave to ſay, Who wete an 
honour to the character: ſuch: there may be 
again; and if fo, ſurely the bill muſt mate- 
rially affect them. And if we take a view of 
the: ſchoolmaſters through the kingdom, 
I apprehend we ſhall find, that a very great, 
if not the greateſt part of thoſe who devote 
themſelves to this uſeful, not to ſay, neceſſaty 
employment, are in private life. To which! 
may add, that whatever affects even thoſe 


muſt greatly affect the laity too; theſe being 
characters of vaſt importance to the people at 
large. This without doubt muſt appear even 
on the lighteſt glance, to every one who 1s 
ſenſible (and what man of common under- 
Bd 4 ſtanding 
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| Banding can be inſenſible of his?) that the 


duly qualifying worthily to fill up public ot 
private ſtations in life, is an univerſal benefit. 
Having thus, Sir, in @ few words, diſmiſſed 
the diſſenting lazty, you return to th miniſters. 
Your next oblervation is; the whole of this 
« application therefore reſted originally with 
« the London miniſters,” and with them only.” 
If by the London miniſters” here, Sir, you 
mean, as the expreſſion - ſeems to imply, 
the body of proteſtant diſſenting miniſters in 
and about London, your own relation at preſent 
before me, appears to claſh with this repreſen- 
tation, ſince in hat you tell us, that it ori- 
ginated with the miniſters who heard the 
« debates on the clerical petition in the Houſe 
« of commons ;” that from thence it was 
communicated to “ ſuch as they took into 
ee their conſultations ;” and that afterwards, it 
came into the hands of thoſe ** other mini- 
ſters,” that is, the Regium-denum gentlemen, 
and the reſt who were with them at the Paul s- 
Head, who appointed a meeting for the Wed. 
* ne/day ;” the firſt time, Sir, when there could 
be the leaſt appearance of reaſon for ſaying that 
it came before the general body. Indeed, to 
ſpeak my mind freely, the more I confider the 
buſineſs we are attending to, the more-I am 
perſuaded, that, inſtead of originally reſting” 
with the general body, it was firſt taken up 
by one party, and then by another ; nor does it 
appear to me that the affair would have been 

| E ©: Bengt 


Sh 5 


8 2 5 er 1>- ane =, 


| 
| 


: 
3 
þ | 
| 
Ty 
0 
r 
* 
gf - 
44 
4 
4 8 
3 
＋ 
. 
by : [ 
Oy 
2 
. 


Wu . = * 


JJ KTK 
: i — & - I "4 3 hy 1 r *. 


— — 422 
o _ — 


e 


= ar Sy 


PPP . ˙ ecu an =. 
— 3 — 4 ö 
— r 2 Apna _pretncee « 


. ( > 
<5 wi dE ad — — 
n AS vv <a, = 


brought before :he general body ſo ſoon as it 
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was, (if it had come befote them at all) had 
it not been for the fears of a certain ſet of gen. 
tlemen, whom I have already more than once 
had occaſion to mention in theſe remarks, 
But to proceed with your narrative The 

4 liſt of allowed minifters of the three de- 
© nominations in and about London, con- 
„ {iſts of ninety-five. Several of "theſe had 
declared their opinions, with only one diſſen- 
* tient voice. - What ſentiment is to be 
formed of this, may be concluded from what 
J have already ſaid : to hat therefore J refer 
the reader, with only this one obſer- 
vation, that as the © ſeventy” you mention 
include the fifty, who you had before 
faid, were ** prefent” at the meeting of 


Wetheſday March 4th, it ſeems to me rather 


difficult to conceive, how all thoſe fifty (the 
ct one diſſentient voice only” excepted) *declar- 
* ed their opinion” when it may be depended on 
as a certain fads, that among thoſe many were 

uite ſilent, and did not hold up their hands at 
What immediately follows much ſur prizes 
me: In the ſubſequent meetings the greateſt 
* number of hands held up againſt any obe 
« queſtion propoſed, was only fix: nor did 


cc er at any meeting, declare the 


te leaſt diſayprobation of the above vote, ex- 


« cept the ſingle one before mentioned, who 


« yet attended at them all.” Here, Sir, 1 
TS | muſt 
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muſt declare, your intelligence has greatly 
miſled you: In ſupport of this declaration, I 


once thought to have gone over each of ** the 
i ſubſequent meetings” diſtinctly;; but, as. this 
might be conſidered by ſome as a treſpaſs on 
your and the reader's time and patience, ; I re- 
ſolved to wave it, and ſhall content myſelf 
with only pointing out a particular or two, 
which will I preſume lead the reader, if not 
yourſelf, to form a juſt idea of this part of your 
Poſtſcript. 8 ee 
By © the ſubſequent meetings“ in this pa- 
ragraph, I apprehend, Sir, you intend all the 
meetings of the general body of London mini- 
ſters which were held, from the Wedneſday's 
meeting, to the time when the Poſiſcript I am 
now confidering was drawn up, that is, from 
March 4th, to June 6th: I fay June 6th, 
for as the edition of the Caſe, &c. to which 
the Poſtſcript is annexed, was publiſhed 
on the 12th of June, I ſuppoſe leſs than 
about a week cannot be allowed for preparing - 
and printing off the additional pages in that 
edition, with the ſucceeding pages contained in 
the Poſtſcript ; however expeditious, you, Sir, 
or thoſe whom you employed, may be ſuppoſed 
do hayes ben, meg nn | 
As to thoſe meetings, you aſſert, The 
* greateſt number of hands held up againſt any 
one queſtion propoſed, was only fix.” The 
fact itſelf here ſo poſitively aſſerted, is, Sir, 1 
muſt be ſo free as to aſſure you, queſtioned, 
'S:! E 2 yea, 
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yea, denied by ſome: There are miniſters, 218 
miniſters too who were preſent at the meeting 
you refer to, who without heſitation affirm, 


that there were queſtions propoſed, in which 
more than fix hands were held up on the nega- 


tive fide. But, granting (only for the fake of 


reaſoning) that the fact was as reprefented by 


Jos what, Sir, is the conclufion you would 


ave drawn from thence ? Is it, that all the 
other miniſters preſent at thoſe meetings held 
up their hands on the affirmative fide of quef- 
tions favourable to the bill ? If any make this 
inference, they will I muſt affure you, Sir, 
be much miſtaken ; the number of neutrals on 
thoſe queſtions was very conſiderable.” In 
illuſtration and confirmation of this, you 
will indulge me, Sir, if I introduce ' th 
tranſattions of one of theſe meetings. On Frida 
April 17th, a meeting was called to te- 
ceive the report of the committee for con- 
ducting the affair, when a motion was made 
by a gentleman intimately connected with 
ſome of the committee, that thanks ſhould be 
returned to thoſe gentlemen. The number of 
miniſters who came to that meeting was about 
ſeventy; and, after a long debate, in which ſome 
of the committee were the chief ſpeakers on 
behalf of the motion for thanks to themſelves, 


but about rwenty voted ; which, excluſive of 


the committee (who were fourteen ; one being 
abſent) makes the neutrals near half the com- 


pan 
r * Indeed, 


609 5 | 

- Indeed)" Sitj/Þ-rouftinformm-you;-that there 
was à meeting, in which al motion Was made, 
that the reverend cortitnittee thought un- 
favourable to them and their bufifeſs, at 


Which there Was not one or at moſt but one 


neutral. About fifty Were preſent; all voted, 
and only two held up their hands againſt the 
motion; but, this meeting excepted,” at all the 
meetings you refer to, the number of neutral 


. was far, very far, from being inconſiderable. 


So ſenſibly were the gentlemen of the com- 
mittee touched with theſe occurrences, that 


the very firſt opportunity, they urged ex- 


pungipg the numbers that appeared on the 
minutes of the meeting J firſt mentioned, and 
inſiſted on an abolition of the reſolution, ſo 
almoſt unanimouſly come to at the other ; 
which, for the ſake N. 2 was ſubmitted 


to. 


You proceed in yoats relation: 6 Nor did 
* any one of theſe” [who held up their hands 
againſt the bill] * at any meeting, declare the 
« leaſt diſapprobation of the above. vote, ex- 
e cept the ſingle one before mentioned, who 
e yet attended at them all.” Here, Sir, believe 
me, you have been alſo miſinformed. Some, 
who held up their hands againſt the queſtions 
propoſed, did declare their diſapprobation of 
that vote, beſides the ſingle one beforemen- 
tioned, and ſeveral of the neutrall have ſince 
Ggnified their ben An 2 
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Your noneluſion of the account, 3 con- 
tains. an inference from the . ing Narras 
tive, next preſents itſelf, hatever | theres 
tc fore may have been DT to the contrary z 
&* or how hardily ſoever ſome things may have 
© been aſſerted, no one meaſure has been adopted 
'« by the body of London miniſters for theſe 
« fifty years paſt, which has been undertaken 
and OS with more general concurrence.” 
What theſe ſuggeſtions” and ? hardy aſſertions” 
you refer to, were, I cannot ſay ; but, if they 
were, that no meaſure has been adopted by 
the body of London miniſters, for theſe fifty 
years per 6 which has NOT been undertaken and 
proſecuted with a more general concurrence ;” 
in my opinion, Sir, they certainly contained 
the very truth itſelf. Aſk your informers, Sir, 
whether the Annuitant Scheme, an occurrences 
which took place within the laſt year, was not 
conducted with greater harmony than the 
Subſcription. buſineſs; and, if they ſpeak out 
honeſtly and ingenuouſly, I am Dane * 
will at once acknowledge it was. 

On the whole, Sir, my view of the late appli- 

cation to parliament, i is, and the more I think 
on it the more I am confirmed in this ſenti- 
ment, That it originally had but a very feeble 
foundation, if any at all; that IT HAS 
BEEN CONDUCTED IN A VERY IMs 
PRUDENT AND IRREGULAR MAN. 
NER ; that whether we conſider miniſters of 
people, it is a buſineſs in which the E of 

iſſen⸗ 


1 


x x. Cs | 
diſſenters are far, very far from being united; 
and that if Providence does not kindly. inter 

poſe, it may be productive of various diſagrees 
able and pernicious conſequences, not to affirm 
that it has been ſo already. Thus, Sir, you 
ſee that you and I greatly differ as to the ſu 
of your Poſtſcript ; but, notwithſtanding” this, 
and every other difference of ſentiment between 
us, be aſſured, I am, Siry 

Your ſincere well - wiſherr,I„ 
and obedient; humble ſervant, 

A firm Friend to Truth, Liberty and Charity. 


P. S. Will you favour me'with-an"anſwer 

| to the following queries, reſpectingꝰ the'Caſe 
| of the diflenting miniſters, &&®ito the Poſts 
| ſcript of which I have now- been attending? 
; Whether the firſt publiſhed copy of it, was 
materially different from that which was printed 

* and not publiſhedꝰ + ewe” dar 
t 
F 


Whether when it is ſaid, (as in the title of 
the juſt mentioned copy) that it was publiſned 
at the defire of the committee of minifiers 


. appointed for application to parliament; 
K the meaning is, that it was publiſhed at the 
1. deſire of every miniſter on that committee; of 
i the majority of the committee; or of the chair- 
I- Whether the omiſſion of the words, re- 
J. ſpecting the dere of the committee, in the 
ot next edition, was your own act, vr at the in- 
of WW gation of the ſame perſon or perſons, who 


requeſted the publication of the former edition ? 
5 he: Whether 
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Whether the alterations, made in the Po | 
wddticn,) and thoſe further emendations, Which 
occur in the ;/econd impreſſion of that edition, 
Which was accompanied with a printed letter 


to the diſſenting miniſters, by Secretary Haris, 


were with the knowledge and conſentsef the 
committee, or are to be conhderedl as from 
yourſelf only? And, 

Whether, as your pawpblet, 12505 paſſed 
through ſevergh changes already, it is now to 
be vic wed as in its aue hang cad, and Fermer 


6 * l 0 
ſtate ? BS CARY Aer * . N 3 N 


Some reports, Sir, ich | BEA me, 


give riſe tot xbeſe enquiries : if they ſhould not 


be anſwered, it is preſumed you candour will 


Aauſe the e t in mak ing 1 


Ju 008 92 „ I 
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8 As to the 8 "a e qveriens it 
may ee amiſs juſt to ſuggeſt the tollowing things, le- 

Qing Iſrael Mauduit's pamphlet, entitled “. The 
aſe,”? iT. firſt impreſſion was printed and not pub- 


liſhed / Ihen an edition was pupliſhed, with theſe words 


under the author's name in the title page: Publiſhed at 
ce the deſit irg of the committee of miniſters appointed for 
ce: thepplication to parliament.” After this, a*spy ap- 
peared, called the third edition, in which the above - 
mentioned words in the title page were, omitted, with a 
few alterations in the dee itſe if; and then a ſecond im: 

ref? of the thifd edition, with an additional atveriſe- 
ment, and ſome few alterations, accompanied with 3 
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printed letter, was ane to the eee M 
3 ni advice: 3/ vt 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 

ANY having expreſſed a defire of knows 
ing, who are he Royal Bounty Miniſters, 
and who were in the Committee that conducted 


the late application to Parliament, it has been 
thought proper to annex the MR liſt of 


their names to this Edition. 


Royal Bounty Miniſters. 
Meſſrs. Pope | 


Meſſrs. 


Spilſbury (| Wy” 
Langford Preſbytetians. 


Harris 

Webb 

Gibbons 8 Independents. 
Toller | 
Stennett Antipzdo-baptiſt. 


Committee, 
Pope 1H 
Amory 
Kippis 
Price 
Pickard 
Harris 
Conder 
Gibbons Teens 
Savage Independents, 
Furneaux\ 

Toller 

Stennett 


ff. | , FR 
Fan T Antipædo- baptiſts. 
Thompſons 


( Pr eſbyteri lans. 
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